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Responses to Comments from U.S. Environmental Protection Agency - Region IX 

1-1. The commenter’s support of Mitigation Measure 4-1 is noted.  The SWRCB will determine
whether this mitigation measure is adopted.

1-2. The proposed GO requires nitrogen reporting annually.  It is recognized that more frequent
reporting may help to determine and track application rates and crop needs in areas with
existing groundwater nitrate problems.  However, SWRCB staff does not intend to
overregulate the agricultural industry.  RWQCB staff members have reviewed the proposed
GO; none indicated that such a monitoring allowance is desired or deemed necessary.  In
cases where additional monitoring is deemed necessary, an individual, site-specific set of
waste discharge requirements may be more appropriate.  These decisions would be made
at the RWQCB level.

1-3. The commenter stated that many biosolids do not have detectable SOCs and recommended
that each RWQCB be given more discretionary authority to decide when the 90-day
grazing restriction should be imposed.

The SWRCB staff acknowledges that when tested using commercial analytical techniques,
biosolids, particularly those from rural, nonindustrial source areas (as opposed to urban-
industrial areas), may not have detectable SOCs.  However, many household uses of
detergents and cleaning agents, cosmetics, medicines and pharmaceutical products, paints,
paint products and pesticides can potentially introduce numerous SOCs into wastewater
treatment plants.  Many of these may also not be detected by standard commercial
analytical tests.  An RWQCB has little information on which to base a discretionary
decision-making process.  The SWRCB believes that potential SOCs in biosolids and their
unknown impacts, combined with uncertain occurrence of potentially viable pathogens in
biosolids warrants the prudent conservative approach in Mitigation Measure 4-2.

Also see Response to Comment 28-8.

1-4. The high cost of SOC testing is acknowledged.  However, some SOCs were detected in
more than 5% of sewage sludges in the National Sewage Sludge Survey, including some
SOCs listed in the Safe Drinking Water and Toxic Enforcement Act.  The National
Academy of Sciences’ peer review of the Part 503 regulations carefully evaluated pollutant
selection and found that “while the probability that the compounds would affect human-
consumed crops is very low . . . other pathways as defined in Part 503 should be re-
evaluated.”  The monitoring requirement will allow generation of more California-specific
data that may identify biosolids that need a special individual site-specific set of waste
discharge requirements to address the nature of the material.
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1-5. The importance of ensuring that all of the proposed GO’s mandatory waiting periods are
complied with prior to recission is acknowledged.  Simply tracking, without enforcement
authority, is not a feasible alternative.  However, as addressed in the comment, site tracking
is also an important mitigation measure for Class B biosolids land applications.  Comment
noted.

1-6. The commenter’s support of Mitigation Measure 6-2 is noted.

1-7. The commenter stated that Mitigation Measures 7-1 and 7-2 could be burdensome for the
biosolids land applier because both measures require the land applier to conduct biological
surveys if the site remained fallow for more than 1 year.  Because special-status species
(including endangered species) could reenter areas if they have been fallow for long
periods, Mitigation Measures 7-1 and 7-2 are required to ensure that biological resource
impacts remain less than significant.  Refer to Response to Comment 23-18 for additional
information on Mitigation Measures 7-1 and 7-2.

Mitigation Measure 7-1 on page 7-12 of the draft EIR has been modified by adding the
following text immediately after the word “species” in line four:

; this report must be forwarded to the appropriate regional office of the DFG
and the Endangered Species Unit of the USFWS in Sacramento for review and
approval of the mitigation strategy.

The same statement has been added to Mitigation Measure 7-2 on page 7-12 of the draft
EIR, immediately following the word “habitats” in the last line of the mitigation.

1-8. See Master Response 5.

1-9. See Master Response 5.

1-10. See Master Response 5.

1-11. See Master Response 5.

1-12. See Master Response 5.

1-13. The commenter requested review of proposed haul routes.  As stated in the proposed GO,
a traffic plan will be submitted as part of the preapplication report.  The traffic report shall,
at the least, identify the proposed route and anticipated maximum vehicle weight for all
vehicles handling biosolids.

1-14. The commenter’s support of Mitigation Measure 13-1 is noted.
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1-15. As the implementing agency, RWQCB input is critical to the proposed GO’s success.
Comment noted.  Also see Response to Comment 1-2.

1-16. It is agreed that, under the Land Use Ban Alternative, people using biosolids may change
to nonregulated sources of fertilizer, including animal manures, which could result in
higher nitrate concentrations in soil and groundwater than would exist using biosolids
regulated by the proposed GO.

1-17. To clarify the definition of “exceptional quality” biosolids, the last complete sentence on
page 2-6 of the draft EIR is hereby revised to read:

Biosolids are considered Class A Exceptional Quality (EQ) if they meet all of
the pollutant concentration limits and vector attraction reduction options 1-8 in
Part 503.88, as well as Class A pathogen reduction standards.

1-18. Comment noted.  See Responses to Comments 14-3, 14-5, and 14-17.
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